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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -39 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1,14, and 27 are 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made, 

3. Claims 1-2, 6-15, 19-28, and 32-39, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Schuetze et al. US 20030074368A1- filed 10/19/1999 
(hereinafter '368), in view of Chaudhry US006567103B1 - filed 08/02/2000 
(hereinafter '103). 

In regard to Independent claim 14, "determining a weight for each of said 
plurality of embedded hyperlinks, prioritizing said plurality of embedded hyperlinks 
based upon said weights as described in '368 at page 1 , paragraph [0013] (i.e.,. 
Google's metric of importance is based upon two primary factors: the number of pages 
(elsewhere on the Web) that link to a page (i.e., "inlinks," defining the retrieved page as 
an "authority"), and the number of pages that the retrieved page links to (i.e., "outlinks," 
defining the retrieved page as a "hub"). A page's inlinks and outlinks are weighted, 
based on the Google-determined importance of the linked pages, resulting in an 
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importance score for each retrieved page. The search results are presented In order of 
decreasing score, with the most important pages presented first. It should be noted that 
Google's page importance metric is based on the pattern of links on the Web as a 
whole, and is not limited (and at this time cannot be limited) to the preferences of a 
single user or group of users. . . ), 

''whereby said user may select said liyperlinks based upon said prioritizing ", as 
taught by '368 at page 3, paragraph [0026] (i.e... user selects the image most similar to 
what they are looking for... In some systems, the user can directly specify image 
features such as color distribution and can also specify weights on different features, 
such as color histograms, texture, and shape. In web pages... Current image retrieval 
technology also allows the use of URL, alt tags, and hyperlink text to index images on 
the web....), 

'368 does not explicitly teach," visually distinguishing said plurality of embedded 
hyperlinks from each other based upon said prioritizing.,, as taught by '103 at col. 3, 
lines 20-40 (i.e. ... The predetermined variable time interval to display each frame is 
based on the relevance or score of the hyperlink (search result) to which the frame 
refers. ...), also as taught by '103 at col. 5, lines 30-35 (i.e. ... FIG. 6 ...illustrating a 
method 1 10 for determining the display time for a search result in accordance with the 
invention... the SCORE value may be based on the relevance of the document that a 
search engine assigns to the document as a weight wherein 1 .00 is the highest score 
and 0.01 is the lowest score .. ). 



Application/Control Number: 09/779,357 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2176 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified '103 into '368 to provide a way, wherein visually 
distinguishing said plurality of embedded hyperlinks from each other based upon said 
prioritizing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify this 
combination to provide the user with textual and graphical search result information 
about each search result, so that a user may more easily review and analyze the search 
results, as taught by '103 at col. 1, lines 40-55 (i.e.... a user may more easily review 
and analyze the search results...). 

In regard to dependent claim 15, " selectively highlighting a set of said plurality 
of embedded hyperlinks ", as taught by '368 at page 3, paragraph [0026] (i.e... user 
selects the image most similar to what they are looking for... In some systems, the user 
can directly specify image features such as color distribution and can also specify 
weights on different features, such as color histograms, texture, and shape. In web 
pages... Current image retrieval technology also allows the use of URL, alt tags, and 
hyperlink text to index images on the web. One approach also attempts to determine for 
each word surrounding an image caption whether it is likely to be a caption word and 
then matches caption words to "visual foci" or regions of images (such as the 
foreground). The Webseek image search engine and MARS-2 allow for relevance 
feedback on images by marking them as positive or negative exemplars...). 

In regard to dependent claims 20 incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as cited in claim 14, and therefore is similarly rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claims 21, " the frequency with which the linked 
hypertext document is universally accessed from the Web ", as taught by '368 at page 
3, paragraph [124] (i.e... among users in a user population,... page usage has been 
found to be indicative of users' information-seeking preferences. For the page usage 
modality, page accesses are first identified (step 810). The token frequency weight (step 
812) and inverse context frequency weight (step 814) are again preferably used, the 
context being each user and a token being a user's page accesses...). 

In regard to dependent claims 22, "" the notoriety of the linked hypertext 
document " ", as taught by '368 at page 3, paragraph [124] (i.e... among users in a user 
population,... page usage has been found to be indicative of users' information-seeking 
preferences. For the page usage modality, page accesses are first identified (step 810). 
The token frequency weight (step 812) and inverse context frequency weight (step 814) 
are again preferably used, the context being each user and a token being a user's page 
accesses...). 

In regard to dependent claims 23, and 24 are directed to a web browser for 
performing the method of claim 14, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 25 directed to a web browser for performing the 
method of claim 15, and is similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 26, " prefetching from the Web hypertext 
documents respectively linked to said set of embedded hyperlinks prior to a user 
selection of any of said set of hyperlinks ", as described in '368 at page 1 , paragraph 
[0013] (i.e... Google's metric of importance is based upon two primary factors: the 
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number of pages (elsewhere on the Web) that link to a page (i.e., "inlinks," defining the 
retrieved page as an "authority"), and the number of pages that the retrieved page links 
to (i.e., "outlinks," defining the retrieved page as a "hub"). A page's inlinks and outlinks 
are weighted, based on the Google-determined importance of the linked pages, 
resulting in an importance score for each retrieved page. The search results are 
presented in order of decreasing score, with the most important pages presented first. It 
should be noted that Google's page importance metric is based on the pattern of links 
on the Web as a whole, and is not limited (and at this time cannot be limited) to the 
preferences of a single user or group of users... ). 

In regard to independent claim 19, " wherein said step of selectively 
liighligliting said set of hyperlinks includes only activating said set of hyperlinks as 
taught by '368 at page 3, paragraph [124] (i.e... among users in a user population,... 
page usage has been found to be indicative of users' information-seeking preferences. 
For the page usage modality, page accesses are first identified (step 810). The token 
frequency weight (step 812) and inverse context frequency weight (step 814) are again 
preferably used, the context being each user and a token being a user's page 
accesses...). 

In regard to independent claims 1, and 27 are directed to a web 
communication network system and a computer readable medium for performing the 
method of claim 14, and are similariy rejected under the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claims 2, and 28 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer readable medium for performing the method of 
claim 15, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 6, and 32 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer readable medium for performing the method of 
claim 19, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 7, and 33 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer readable medium for performing the method of 
claim 20, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 8, and 34 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer readable medium for performing the method of 
claim 21 , and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 9, and 35 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer readable medium for performing the method of 
claim 22, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 10, and 36 are directed to a web communication 
network system with a web search engine and a computer program including a web 
search program for performing the method of claim 23, and are similarly rejected under 
the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 11, and 37 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer program with a web browser program for performing 
the method of claim 24, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claims 12, and 38 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer program with a web browser program for performing 
the method of claim 25, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 13, and 39 are directed to a web communication 
network system and a computer program with a web browser program for performing 
the method of claim 26, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

4. Claims 3-5, 16-18, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schuetze et al. US 20030074368A1- filed 10/19/1999 (hereinafter 
'368), in view of Chaudhry US006567103B1 - filed 08/02/2000 (hereinafter '103), in 
further view of Wattenberg US 20040205575A1, provisional No. 60/283,790 - filed 
08//2001 (hereinafter 770). 

In regard to dependent claims 16-18, '368 and '103 do not explicitly teach, 
varying the brightness of said set of hyperlinks, varying the color of said set of 
hyperlinks, blinking said set of hyperlinks, however as taught by '962 at page 5, 
paragraph [0061] (i.e... The term "hyperlink" is used herein in its conventional sense, 
preferably referring to a predefined linkage between one object and another. A hyperlink 
can be displayed on the page as either text or an icon (synnbol) or underlining or 
shading... by blinking or underlining or color....). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified '962 into '368 and '103 to provide a way, wherein 
varying the brightness of said set of hyperlinks; varying the color of said set of 
hyperlinks, blinking said set of hyperlinks. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
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been motivated to modify this combination to provide the user with textual and graphical 
search result information about each search result, so that a user may more easily 
review and analyze the search results, as taught by '103 at col. 1, lines 40-55 (i.e... . a 
user may more easily review and analyze the search results... ). 

In regard to dependent claims 3-5, and 29-31 are directed to a web 
communication network system and a computer readable medium for performing the 
method of claims 16-18, and are similarly rejected under the same rationale. 

Response to Argument 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-39 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Amit et al US 20040043770A1 filed 07/08/2001 

Wattenberge US 20040205575A1 filed 04/1 2/2002 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc A. Iran whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4103. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30AM 
to 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




SANJIV SHAH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Quoc A. Iran 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 217$ 
January 11, 2005 



